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SOLUTE CHARACTERIZATION BY
OPTOELECTRONKINETIC
POTENTIOMETRY IN AN INCLINED ARRAY
OF OPTICAL TRAPS

The present invention was supported by the National Sci-
ence Foundation under Grant Number DBI-0233971, with

additional support from Grant Number DMR-0304906.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates to modulated optical twee-
zers. More particularly, the present invention relates to the use
of modulated optical tweezers 1n a variety of situations.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Since their introduction a decade ago, optical tweezers
have become 1ndispensable tools for physical studies of mac-
romolecular and biological systems. Formed by bringing a
single laser beam to a tight focus, an optical tweezer exploits
optical gradient forces to manipulate micrometer-sized
objects. Optical tweezers have allowed scientists to probe the
small forces that characterize the interactions of colloids,
polymers and membranes, and to assemble small numbers of
colloidal particles into mesoscopic structures. Conventional
ciforts each required only one or two optical tweezers.
Extending these techniques to larger and more complex sys-
tems requires larger and more complex arrays of optical traps.

Related techniques for creating multiple simultaneous
optical traps include the generalized phase contrast method,
interferometric optical tweezers, and optical lattices. The lat-
ter two approaches mvolve interfering multiple beams 1n the
volume of the sample, while the former might be considered
a variant of holographic optical trapping. Interferometric
techniques can cover larger areas than holographic tech-
niques, but are substantially more limited 1n the types of
intensity patterns that can be created. In particular, interfero-
metric optical tweezers and optical lattices are limited to
periodic structures.

A single laser beam brought to a focus with a strongly
converging lens forms a type of optical trap widely known as
an optical tweezer. In general, such a beam can be described
by a wave function,

Y(7)=A(r)exp Q7)) (1)

where A(r) 1s the amplitude profile and ¢(r) 1s the phase at
position r 1n a plane transverse to the optical axis.

A conventional optical tweezer 1s created from the TEM,,,
laser beam provided by a typical laser. Such a beam’s wave
fronts are planar and can be described by the uniform phase
profile ¢(r)=¢0. Bringing such a beam to a diffraction-limited
tocus with an appropriate focusing element, such as a micro-
scope objective lens, transforms the beam into an optical
tweezer. The position of the optical tweezer 1n the lens’ focal
plane 1s determined by the angle at which the team enters the
lens’ input pupil. Additionally, 1f the beam 1s diverging as 1t
enters the input pupil, it comes to a focus and forms an optical
tweezer downstream of the focal plane. Alternatively, 11 the
beam 1s converging, 1t forms a trap upstream of the focal
plane.

Multiple beams of light passing simultaneously through
the lens mput pupil yield multiple optical tweezers, each at a
location determined by the angle of incidence arid degree of
collimation at the input pupil. These beams form an interfer-
ence pattern as they pass through the input pupil, whose
amplitude and phase corrugations characterize the down-
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2

stream trapping pattern. Imposing the same modulations on a
single incident beam at the mput pupil would vield the same
pattern of traps, but without the need to create and direct a
number of independent input beams. Such wave front modi-
fication can be performed by a type of diffractive optical
clement (DOE) commonly known as a hologram. Generally,
the hologram or DOE encoding a particular pattern of optical
traps can be calculated with a computer through a procedure
known as computer-generated holography (CGH). Using
CGH to create arbitrary configurations of multiple optical
traps constitutes a new class of optical micromanipulation
tools known as holographic optical tweezers (HOT), with
mamifold applications 1n the physical and biological sciences
as well as 1 industry.

The efficacy of holographic optical tweezers 1s determined
by the quality of the trap-forming DOE, which in turn retlects
the performance of the numerical algorithms used 1n their
computation. Previous studies have applied holograms calcu-
lated by simple linear superposition of the mput fields or with
variations on the classic Gerchberg-Saxton and Adaptive-
Additive algorithms. Despite their general efficacy, these
algorithms yield traps whose relative intensities can differ
substantially from their design values, and typically result 1n
undesirable “ghost™ traps. These problems can become acute
for complicated three dimensional trapping patterns, particu-
larly when the same hologram also 1s used as a mode con-
verter to project multifunctional arrays of optical traps.

The holograms used for holographic optical trapping typi-
cally operate only on the phase of the incident beam, and not
its amplitude. Such phase-only holograms, also known as
kinoforms, are far more efficient than amplitude-modulating
holograms, which necessarily divert light away from the
beam. They also are substantially easier to implement than
tully complex holograms that would be required to create
arbitrary superpositions at the input pupil. Indeed, sequences
of kinoforms can be projected with a computer-addressed
spatial light modulator (SLM) to create dynamic holographic
optical tweezers.

General trapping patterns can still be achieved with kino-
forms despite the loss of information that might be encoded 1n
amplitude modulations because optical tweezers rely for their
operation on 1ntensity gradients and not local phase varia-
tions. However, 1t 1s still necessary to find a. pattern of phase
shifts 1n the mput plane that encodes the desired intensity
pattern in the focal volume.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates a variant of optical tweezers
in which the trap’s stiflness 1s made to vary with direction. In
particular, the modified trap’s intensity spreads more broadly
in selected directions, thereby reducing its stifiness 1n those
directions, or facilitating alignment of asymmetric objects
along those directions. Such modified traps may be used to
facilitate objects’ escape along selected directions and to
orient and rotate non-compact objects. The ability to facilitate
objects’ escape along selected directions has applications for
optical fractionation, 1n which objects’ differing interactions
with optical traps are used as the basis for sorting. The ability
to orient and rotate non-compact objects may be used in
assembling micrometer-scale objects.

Previously reported methods for orienting objects 1n opti-
cal traps 1nclude creating optical tweezers from Gauss-Her-
mite modes, modifying their amplitude profiles with rectan-
gular apertures, rotating the polarization angle of linearly and
clliptically polarized light, interfering Laguerre-Gaussian
modes with plane waves to create symmetric spiral patterns,
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modulating normally circular optical vortices and projecting,
multiple conventional optical tweezers in close proximaity.

The present invention also relates to a new class of algo-
rithms for HOT CGH calculation based on direct search and
simulated annealing that take advantage of recently intro-
duced metrics to achieve unprecedented trap-formation accus-
racy and optical efficiency.

The present invention 1s preferably implemented through
holographic optical trapping, but also can be implemented
with other related techniques such as the generalized phase
contrast method, interferometric optical tweezers, and optical
lattices.

One 1mplementation of the mvention 1s an apparatus for
selecting fractions through optical fractionation that includes
at least two channels for providing at least first and second
laminar fluid flows, respectively. At least one of the two flud
flows contains fluid-borne particles. A holographic optical
tweezer system projects at least two optical arrays of optical
traps onto a region at a junction of at least the two channels.
The two arrays of optical traps each selectively detlect the
fluid-borne particles for fractionating the fluid-borne par-
ticles according to a characteristic of the fluid-borne particles.

Another implementation of the invention 1s an apparatus
for selecting fractions through optical fractionation, includ-
ing N channels for providing N laminar input streams. At least
one of the N laminar 1nput streams contains fluid-borne par-
ticles. A holographic optical tweezer system projects an opti-
cal array on a region of a junction of the channels to fraction-
ate the fluid-borne particles 1n the N laminar input streams
into M laminar output streams, where N does not necessarily
equal M.

The present invention also relates to methods for creating
holographic optical traps with two separate input lasers, with
applications including creating holographic optical traps
(HOT's) with two wavelengths of light. These methods can be
extended to include more than two put lasers.

In addition, the present invention describes a method for
characterizing several aspects of a solute’s charge state, size,
s1ze polydispersity, and other properties as 1t 1s driven by
flowing solvent through an array of optical traps inclined with
respect to the flow direction.

These and other objects, advantages and features of the
invention, together with the organization and manner of
operation thereot, will become apparent from the following
detailed description when taken in conjunction with the
accompanying drawings, wherein like elements have like
numerals throughout the several drawings described below.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 shows modulated optical tweezer, wherein the left
panel shows the unmodulated 1ntensity profile of a conven-
tional optical tweezer created from a beam with a flat-top
profile at a distance z=5A from the focus, where A 1s the
wavelength of light, and wherein the right panel shows an
equivalent cross-section through a beam sinusoidally modu-

lated according to q)(?):am sin(m0-0_ ) with m=3, a_=1,
and 6_=0.

FIG. 2 shows a three-dimensional multifunctional holo-
graphic optical trap array created with a single phase-only
DOE computed with the direct search algorithm, wherein the
top DOE phase pattern includes white regions corresponding,
to a phase shitt of 2zt radians and black regions corresponding,
to 0, and wherein the bottom projected optical trap array 1s
shown at z=—10 um, 0 um and +10 um from the focal plane of
a 100x, NA 1.4 objective lens, with the traps being spaced by
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4

1.2 um 1n the plane, and the 12 traps in the middle plane
consisting of 1=8 optical vortices;

FIG. 3 1s a plot showing performance metrics for the algo-
rithm that calculated the hologram 1n FIG. 2 as a function of
the number of accepted single-pixel changes;

FIG. 4 shows an H-junction having a plurality of laminar
input streams coming together 1nto a single interaction region
and then separating into a plurality of output streams;

FIG. 5 shows an embodiment of the present invention 1n
which a single mput sample 1s dispersed into several discrete
fractions;

FIG. 6 shows an embodiment of the present invention 1n
which mixing components of two or more input streams
creates a single thoroughly mixed output streams.

FIG. 7 1s an illustration in which two or more 1input streams
are mixed to create a single, thoroughly mixed, output stream;

FIG. 8 15 a representation of one method for creating two-
color holographic optical traps according to one embodiment
of the present invention;

FIG. 9 15 a representation of a second method for creating
two-color holographic optical traps according to one embodi-
ment of the present invention;

FIG. 10 1s a representation of a third method for creating
two-color holographic optical traps according to one embodi-
ment of the present invention;

FIG. 11 1s a representation of a fourth method for creating,
two-color holographic optical traps according to one embodi-
ment of the present invention;

FIG. 12 1s a schematic diagram of a practical implementa-
tion of optoelectrokinetic potentiometry; and

FIG. 13 1s a plot showing the transverse velocity v | relative
to tlow speed v, of 1.5 um diameter silica spheres dispersed in
water, as a function of an orientation angle ® of a 10x10 array
ol holographic optical tweezers, wherein the two data sets
shown were obtained for different values of the tlow speed u.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED
EMBODIMENTS

Optical traps refer to a type of force exerted by a beam of
light to trap and move small objects. In general, these forces
tfall 1into two categories: (1) radiation pressure that tends to
push objects down the axis of a beam, and (2) optical gradient
forces. Optical gradient forces arise because objects develop
clectromagnetic dipole moments when 1lluminated by light.
Intensity gradients in the light exert forces on these dipole
moments whose sign depends on the relative dielectric con-
stants of the object and the surrounding medium. Particles
with higher dielectric constants than their surroundings
(high-dielectric particles) generally are drawn up by the gra-
dients toward brighter regions while low-dielectric particles
are pushed away to darker regions.

Optical gradient forces provide the basic forces necessary
for the single-beam optical trap known as an optical tweezer.
An optical tweezer comprises a single beam of light brought
to a diflraction-limited focus by a high-numerical aperture
lens, such as a microscope objective lens. High-dielectric
objects are drawn toward the focal point, where the light 1s
most intense. At the same time, they are repelled by radiation
pressure that tends to drive them downstream. If the gradient
forces dominate, the particles can be stably trapped some-
where near the focal point.

In other words, the focused beam of light provides a three-
dimensional potential energy well for high-dielectric par-
ticles, and a potential energy barrier for particles that are
repelled by the light. The latter class of particles repelled by
radiation pressure includes low-dielectric particles, as well as
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particles that strongly absorb or reflect the focused light. All
ol these effects can be enhanced and modified 1f the wave-
length of light 1s near a resonance of the particle.

A single beam of light brought to a single focus creates a
single optical tweezer, and therefore, a single localized poten-
t1al well. The holographic optical tweezer technique creates
multiple simultaneous independent optical tweezer from a
single beam of light and a single focusing element. Conse-
quently, holographic optical tweezers can create any desired
three dimensional arrangement of potential energy wells or
barriers.

Creating multiple holographic optical traps applies the
same basic optical principles used to create a single optical
tweezer. In particular, a collimated beam of light coaxial with
the optical axis of a focusing element, such as an infinity-
corrected objective lens, 1s brought to a focus 1 the middle of
the focusing element’s focal plane, and forms a trap accord-
ingly. A collimated beam entering the focusing element’s
entrance pupil at an angle comes to a focus in the focal plane,
but at a point displaced from the optical axis by an amount that
depends on the angle of incidence and 1 a direction that
depends on the direction of the tilt. Changing the angle of
incidence therefore changes the location of the resulting trap
in the focal plane of the focusing element, and allows the trap
to be translated in two dimensions. Changing the beam’s
degree of collimation moves the trap 1n the third dimension,
along the optical axis. A slightly diverging beam passing
through the entrance pupil comes to a focus downstream of
the focal plane, while a slightly converging beam comes to a
focus upstream. The axial displacement of the focal point
depends on the degree of collimation. Controlling both the
angle of incidence and degree of collimation of the beam as 1t
passes through the focusing element’s entrance pupil there-
fore controls the position of the resulting optical tweezer 1n
three dimensions, with a single mput beam resulting 1n a
single trap.

Several beams of light all passing through the focusing
clement’s entrance pupil at different angles and with different
degrees of collimation would form multiple optical traps at
different positions in the focusing element’s focal volume. If
all of the beams have the same wavelength, they could be
derived from the same source. Creating multiple simulta-
neous traps, therefore, requires a method for creating multiple
beams all propagating 1n particular directions, each with its
own specific degree of collimation, and all passing through
the entrance pupil of the focusing element. Holographic opti-
cal trapping solves this problem 1n a very general way, as
described in U.S. Pat. Nos. 6,055,106; 6,416,190; 6,624,940;
6,626,546; and 6,639,208, all of which are incorporated
herein by reference.

Multiple coherent beams of light passing through the plane
of the entrance pupil form an interference pattern composed
of spatial variations 1n light amplitude and phase. A single
beam of light imprinted with the same vanations would
propagate 1n the same way as the multiple beams—this 1s the
principle of holography. A device that imprints the particular
modulation required to transform a single beam into a desired
fan-out of beams may be said to project the associated holo-
gram. More specifically, a device commonly known as a
diffractive beam splitter, a holographic beam splitter, or a
kinoform constitutes an example of a diffractive optical ele-
ment (DOE) that can be used to create holographic optical
traps.

Placing the appropriate hologram in the entrance pupil of
the focusing element, or 1n a plane conjugate to the entrance
pupil, transforms a single mput beam of light into many
beams, all passing through the focusing element’s entrance
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pupil. Each beam can have a specified angle of incidence and
a specified degree of collimation. Consequently, each forms
an independent trap 1n the focal volume.

The resulting pattern of traps 1s specified by the hologram.
The hologram, 1n turn, can be implemented 1n many ways.
Most preferably, the holograms can be designed by comput-
ers to create specific patterns of traps.

This design process must take mto consideration factors
such as the amplitude profile of the input beam. Modulating
the amplitude of a beam of light generally involves diverting,
energy out of the beam, either by absorption or by reflection.
In the former case, the absorbed light will tend to heat the
absorber, limiting the amount of power that can be used to
create the traps. In either case, the diverted light reduces the
eificiency by which a single beam of light can be used to
create multiple traps, each of which requires a certain inten-
sity to operate as desired. In many cases, a desired pattern of
optical traps can be created by modulating only the phase
profile of the input beam, and not 1ts amplitude profile. This
flexibility 1s available because optical trapping relies on the
intensity of the trapping light, and thus on the amplitude, but
not on the phase. As aresult, infinitely many different patterns
ol phase modulation at the input plane of the focusing lens
yield the same intensity distribution in the output plane for a
given amplitude profile. Consequently, a phase modulation
can be chosen to create the desired pattern of traps without
diverting energy from the beam. The resulting phase-only
DOE can be implemented through variations in the thickness
of a transparent medium such as glass, through the surface
relief of a mirror, or by controlling the index of refraction of
a medium such as a liqud crystal layer through which the
light passes.

A computer-designed phase-only DOE can be imple-
mented with a device or medium whose relevant optical prop-
erties can be deliberately changed so that the hologram 1t
encodes can be updated accordingly. Such a dynamic imple-
mentation of a trap-forming DOE can be used to update the
beam pattern in real time so that the resulting trapping pattern
can be changed. This transforms conventional holographic
optical traps into dynamic holographic optical traps.

Holographic optical tweezers can project any desired pat-
tern of potential wells or barriers 1nto a transparent medium.
This capability can be combined with properties of fluids
flowing at low Reynolds numbers to create a method for
sorting fluid-borne objects. This sorting by light 1s referred to
as optical fractionation. The basic optical fractionation tech-
nique 1s based on holographic optical trapping and 1s dis-
closed 1n published U.S. Patent Application 2003/004°7676,
which 1s incorporated herein by reference.

Fluids flowing at low Reynolds numbers undergo smooth
laminar tlow and therefore undergo no mixing. Such flows
can be achieved by reducing the dimensions of a channel
through which the fluid passes, by reducing the flow speed, or
by some combination of approaches. The field of microtlu-
1dics 1s based on this principle. Consider two laminar streams
coming together at a junction-between two channels. If the
resulting flow still maintains a low enough Reynolds number,
the two streams cannot mix, but rather flow side-by-side
separately, even if they consist of the same fluid. Eventually
two miscible streams will mix through interdiffusion, but this
canrequire a substantial interval. Before this happens, the two
streams can be separated again into separate channels. A set
of channels that brings two streams together, allows them to
flow together for a period and then separates them again 1s
known as an H-junction.

H-junctions are usetul for sorting fluid-borne objects. An
object carried along in one of the streams generally will
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continue 1n that stream and come out the other side of the
junction still 1n 1ts stream. However, 11 the object diffuses or
otherwise makes i1ts way across the interface between the two
flows, then 1t will be collected 1n the other stream at the output
of the H-junction. Consider two streams entering an H-junc-
tion, one containing a heterogeneous sample and the other
contaiming an empty builer flmud. Any object crossing the
H-junction’s interface will be carried away by the butfer, and
can be collected. If some of the objects 1n the mixture are
more diffusive than others, the more diffusive objects will
cross the interface preferentially and will be collected with
higher efficiency than the others. Similarly, the mnitial tlow
will be relatively enriched in the less-diffusive fraction upon
exiting the H-junction.

This approach has at least three shortcomings. Macromo-
lecular samples diffuse relatively slowly, so that effective
separations require H-junctions with substantial interfacial
areas. Furthermore, the most diffusive fraction can do no
better than spread throughout the buffer and sample flows.
This limits the ultimate separation efficiency for a single pass
through an H-Junction. Finally, an object’s diffusion coetii-
cients tend to depend only linearly on their size, so that
fractionation in H-junctions 1s unlikely to offer the resolution
required to separate fractions that differ only slightly from
cach other. Optical fractionation overcomes these deficien-
cies while adding a spectrum of other advantages.

When a fluid-borne object encounters an array of optical
traps, the traps can act as potential energy wells. When the
maximum trapping force 1s comparable to the maximum driv-
ing force, objects interact strongly with the traps but do not
end up localized 1n them. Under these circumstances, the
flowing particle’s trajectory can be deflected enough by 1ts
encounter with one trap that it falls into the domain of 1nflu-
ence of the next trap 1n the array. If the traps 1n the array are
evenly spaced, and 1 the array 1s not aligned with the driving
force, then the particle’s trajectory can be systematically
deflected away from the driving force’s direction. The par-
ticle then selects a direction that 1s commensurate with a
symmetric direction through the array, but not aligned with
the driving force. Such a trajectory 1s said to be locked 1n to
the array.

Different objects interact differently with the same pattern
of optical traps, so that the potential energy landscape that a
given object experiences in an array of traps depends on 1ts
properties. Consequently, different objects with different
properties driven by the same force through the same array of
optical traps need not follow the same trajectory. In particular,
one type of object can become locked 1n to the array under the
same conditions that another type of object can escape. The
locked-1n class therefore 1s systematically deflected by the
array, while the other is not.

In the situation where the array of traps 1s placed across the
sample flow 1n a microfluidic H-junction, those objects that
become locked 1n to the array are deflected across the inter-
face between the two flows and can be collected in the butfer.
Objects that escape the array will be retained by the sample
stream.

At a mimimum, the modulated potential energy landscape
provides a mechanism to tune the transfer of fluid borne
objects across the interface of an H-junction and thereby
provides a degree of optimization not otherwise available.
Moreover, a distinction between locked-1n and free states can
depend with exponential sensitivity on an object’s size, and
thus this distinction qualitatively surpasses the sensitivity
offered by diflusion alone. Furthermore, because optical frac-
tionation can be accomplished over the extent of a small array
of traps, long H-junctions are not required.
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Which fraction 1s deflected by an array of optical tweezers
1s determined by the separation between traps, the symmetry
of the array, the intensity of the traps, the angle of inclination,
and the wavelength of light used. All of these characteristics
can be changed dynamically to optimize the selection for a
particular fraction. These also are advantages, therefore, over
separation by diffusion alone. Furthermore, optical trapping
has been demonstrated for objects as small as 5 nanometers
and as large as several hundred micrometers. Thus, optical
fractionation 1s useful over this entire size range. The same
physical apparatus, moreover, can be used over the entire
range. This 1s a substantial advantage over all other known
sorting techniques. Finally, arrays can be designed so that
every object satistying the lock-in criterion 1s deflected across
the interface. Nearly perfect sorting can therefore be achieved
with a single line of traps inclined with respect to the flow,
spanming the sample stream and extending slightly into the
bufler stream.

Although the following discussion focuses on fraction-
ation by size, the same principles may also be applied to
sorting on the basis of other properties as well. The fraction
selected by a particular array includes all objects of a certain
s1ze and above. In many applications, only a particular size
range might be required. Or, conversely, 1t might be necessary
to remove a particular size range from a sample, for instance,
to create a bimodal distribution. This could be implemented
with two passes through single-stage optical fractionation
systems, one to remove the fraction that 1s too large, and the
other to pick oif the desired fraction. However, these two
steps can be combined through the use of a single appropri-
ately designed array of traps projected 1nto a single H-junc-
tion as shown in FIG. 4. This 1s referred to as multi-stage or
multi-functional optical fractionation. Several variants of this
approach will be described below, as 1s a basic method for
selecting multiple fractions simultaneously.

FIG. 4 shows a first variant of the basic method 1n which
particles of types P1, P2 and P3 are carried by a sample stream
105 1nto an H-junction 100. When the flow passes through a
first manifold of optical traps 110A, all particles of a particu-
lar s1ze and larger, for example, P1 and P2, are swept 1nto the
butter stream 120. If the buller stream 120 now encounters a
second array of traps 110B designed to deflect some of the
first fraction, for example, P1, back into the sample stream,
then the remaining fraction 1n the builer stream includes only
particles of a particular specified size range, P2. The second
array of traps can be projected with the same DOE that cre-
ated the mitial array, and thus can use the same laser. More
generally, the second array can be created with a second DOE
that also 1s conjugate to the focusing element’s entrance
pupil, with a single DOE specially designed to create two
distinct trapping patterns from the two diflerent wavelengths
of light.

The net effect 1s that two distinct optical trap arrays 110A
and 110B are projected into the same H-junction 100 such
that the first sweeps both the desired fraction and another
undesired fraction across the interface and the second sweeps
the undesired fraction back into the initial sample stream. The
result 1s that the buifer stream 120 exiting the H-junction
contains only the selected fraction P2, and the sample stream
contains everything else, P1 and P3.

An H-junction 400 can be generalized to include a number
N of laminar 1input streams 410 coming together into a single
interaction region 420 and then separating mmto M output
streams 430, as shown 1n FIG. 5. In general, N does not have
to equal M. A single pattern of optical traps spanning the
multi-stream interaction region 420 and taking the form of
multiple arrays, therefore, can transier fractions of an 1nitial
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sample distributed 1n any of the mnput streams into any of the
output streams. The optical intensity pattern in this case may
be thought of as a switching vard, shuttling in-flowing objects
into desired outgoing streams. Because the pattern of traps
can be changed by updating the trap-forming DOE(s), which
fraction finds 1ts way to which output stream can be altered
and optimized dynamically.

One example of the invention 1s a variation of chromatog-

raphy 500 1n which a single input sample 310 1s dispersed into 1

several discrete fractions 520 as shown in FIG. 6, each of
which can be collected separately. This can be accomplished
most simply with a single array of tweezer 530 whose geo-
metric distribution changes discretely or continuously as it
crosses the interfaces between output streams.

Another example would be mixing the components of two
or more mput streams to create a single thoroughly mixed
output streams. This 1s illustrated 1n FI1G. 7. Particles of types
P1, P2, and P3 from 1nput streams 610 are mixed at an inter-
actionregion 620, where an array of optical traps 1s projected,
to come out into a single output stream 630. Such mixing 1s
difficult in microfluidic systems whose strength is their free-
dom from mixing. Operating optical fractionation in reverse
provides a system for dynamically and selectively mixing,
samples 1n microfluidic systems.

Other examples arise from the combinatorial nature of the
described switching and might include embodiments for drug
testing 1n which microbes are transierred through streams of
drug candidates and individually selected based on their
responses. The benefit of this approach 1s that early-stage
testing could proceed on vanishingly small samples by gaug-
ing their influence on 1mndividual microbes.

Other possible examples include selecting the precipitated
products of reactions ongoing in the streams, for example to
retain products of a certain size or with particular optical
properties. These products then can be transferred 1nto addi-
tional flows to facilitate multi-step reactions, fabricating
core-shell nanoparticles providing one example. Because this
process can proceed continuously, 1t may provide the basis for
manufacturing such products in quantity. The benefit here
over wet-chemistry methods 1s the generic ability to optimize
the product without regard to chemaical kinetics.

The present invention also mvolves a particular class of
modifications to Y(r) that lead to a number of usetul proper-
ties. In particular, this involves the class of modulated phase
profiles,

¢(r)=a,, sin(m0-0,,) (2)
where 0 1s the azimuthal angle around the optical axis, m 1s
the index corresponding to an m-fold sinusoidal modulation,
and am 1s the associated depth of modulation. The phase
angle 0 can be used to rotate the entire pattern relative to the
reference direction. More general profiles can be constructed
using Fourier’s theorem:

% (3)
w(r) = Z Q,, s1n{ma).
m=10

Egs. (2) and (3) introduce controlled m-fold aberrations
into the incident beam. The aberrations tend to blur the focus
along selected directions, thereby extending the intensity dis-
tribution along those directions, and reducing the intensity
gradients along those directions. This effect 1s shown in FIG.
1. The extension of the intensity distribution i1s useful for
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orienting extended objects. The reduction of the intensity
gradients selectively weakens optical gradient force trapping
along those directions.

When orienting extended objects, the phase structure from
Eq. (3) 1s selected to fit the profile of the object to be orented.
Once projected, this pattern will tend to orient the extended
object as desired.

For applications 1n optical fractionation, individual optical
traps can be selectively weakened 1n desired directions. These

0 directions may be aligned with the lattice directions of the

array of traps, with the direction of the force-driving objects
through the array or in some other direction. The modula-
tion’s profile and depth can be selected to optimize transport
of selected objects through the array, particularly in cases
where such leakage can improve the process’ selectivity.
The profiles described by Egs. (2) and (3) can be combined
with other mode-forming and trap-generating phase func-
tions to create other types ol modulated optical traps and to
place them selectively in three dimensions.

The present
invention separates the notion of modulating the intensity
profile from the notion of generating helical modes of light,
and thereby facilitates applications that do not rely on the
properties of helical modes.

Implementing these and other applications of holographic
optical traps requires accurate and efficient methods for com-
puting the necessary phase patterns. According to scalar dif-

fraction theory, the (complex) field E(T) in the focal plane of

a lens of focal length f 1s related to the field, u(?)exp(iq)(;‘)),,
in 1ts mput plane by a Fraunhofer transform,

(4)

krp

E(r) = f H(E)exp(ﬁsﬂ(ﬁ))exp[—ﬂ 57

}sﬁz P,

where u(?) and q)(?) are the real-valued amplitude and
phase, respectively, of the field at position Fin the input pupail,
and k=2m/A 1s the wave number of light of wavelength A.

If u(?) 1s the amplitude profile of the collimated laser used

to power the optical trap array, then ¢( p ) 1s the kinoform

encoding the pattern. Most practical DOFEs, including those
projected with SLMs, comprise an array p ;otfdiscrete phase

pixels, each of which can impose any of P possible discrete
phaseshifts ¢, {0, ..., ¢p_, }. The field in the focal plane due
to such an N-pixel DOE 1s, therefore,

(3)
E(F)

N
> ujexplio )T;(7),
=1

where the transfer matrix describing the propagation of light
from mput plan to output plane 1s

(6)

k?--,a‘]

Tj(?) = exp[—ﬁi 37

Unlike more general holograms, the desired field 1n the output
plan of a holographic optical trapping system consists of M

—=
discrete bright spots located at r _:
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M (7)
E(F) = Z E, (7). with
m=1

E,(F) = and(F — Fp)expli&, ), (3)

where o 1s the relative amplitude of the m-th trap, normal-
izedby2 _ Yo |°=1,and € _isits (arbitrary)phase. Here, 8(

?) represents the amplitude profile of the focused beam of

light 1n the focal plane, which may be treated heuristically as
a two-dimensional Dirac delta function. The design challenge
is to solve Egs. (5), (6) and (7) for the set of phase shifts &_,

yielding the desired amplitudes ¢, at the correct locations
r,,givenu;and 1T,(p).

The Gerchberg-Saxton algorithm and 1ts generalizations,
such as the adaptive-additive algorithm, 1iteratively solve both
the forward transform described by Egs. (5) and (6), and also
its mnverse, taking care at each step to converge the calculated
amplitudes at the output plane to the design amplitudes and to
replace the back-projected amplitudes, u, at the mput plane
with the laser’s actual amplitude profile. Appropriately
updating the calculated mput and output amplitudes at each
cycle can cause the DOE phase ¢, to converge to an approxi-
mation to the ideal kinoform, with monotonic convergence
possible for some variants. The forward and inverse trans-
forms mapping the mput and output planes to each other
typically are performed by fast Fourier transform (FFT). Con-

—=>
sequently, the output positions r _ also are explicitly quan-

tized in umts of the Nyquist spatial frequency. The output
field 1s calculated not only at the intended positions of the
traps, but also at the spaces between them. This 1s usetul
because the 1iterative algorithm not only maximizes the frac-
tion of the mput light difiracted into the desired locations, but
also minimizes the itensity of stray light elsewhere.

FEFT-based 1terative algorithms have drawbacks for com-
puting three-dimensional arrays of optical tweezers, or mix-
tures of more general types of traps. To see this, one notes how
a beam-splitting DOE can be generalized to include wave
front-shaping capabilities.

A diverging or converging beam at the mput aperture
comes to a focus and forms a trap downstream or upstream of

the focal plane, respectively. Its wave front at the mnput plane
1s characterized by the parabolic phase profile

kp*z (9)

where 7 1s the focal spot’s displacement along the optical axis
relative to the lens’ focal plane. This phase profile can be used
to move an optical trap relative to the focal plane even 11 the
input beam 1s collimated by appropriately augmenting the
transfer matrix:

TACr =Ty K1), (10)

where the displacement kernel 1s
KF(r )=exp(i9.(p ;7)) (11)

and using the result as the kernel of Eq. (3).
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Similarly, a conventional TEM beam can be converted into
a helical mode by imposing the phase profile

¢;(F)=Z& (12)

where 0 1s the azimuthal angle around the optical axis and 11s
an integral winding number known as the topological charge.
Such corkscrew-like beams focus to ring-like optical traps
known as optical vortices that can exert torques as well as

forces. The topology-transtorming kernel sz(?)zexp(iq)z(
P ;) can be composed with the transfer matrix in the same

manner as the displacement-inducing Kf(?). An additional

kernel can be incorporated 1n the same manner to implement
modulated tweezers according to Eq. (2).

A variety of comparable phase-based mode transforma-
tions have been described, each with applications to single-
beam optical trapping. All can be implemented by augment-
ing the transfer matrix with an appropriate transformation
kernel. Moreover, different transformation operations can be
applied to each beam 1n a holographic trapping pattern inde-
pendently, resulting 1n general three-dimensional configura-
tions of diverse types of optical traps.

Calculating the phase pattern ¢, encoding multifunctional
three-dimensional optical trapping patterns requires only a
slight elaboration of the algorithms used to solve Eq. (5) for
two-dimensional arrays of conventional optical tweezers. The
primary requirement 1s to measure the actual intensity pro-
jected by ¢; into the m-th trap at its focus. If the associated
diffraction-generated beam has a non-trivial wave front, then
it need not create a bright spot at 1ts focal point. On the other
hand, 1t we assume that ¢; creates the required type of beam
for the m-th trap through a phase modulation described by the

transformation kernel Kj!m(?)j then applying the inverse
operator, Kj:m'l( r ) Eq. (5) would restore the focal spot.

This principle was first applied to creating three dimen-
sional trap arrays in which separate translation kernels were
used to project each desired optical tweezer back to the focal
plane as an intermediate step in each iterative refinement
cycle. Computing the light projected into each plane of traps
in this manner mvolves a separate Fourier transform for the
entire plane. In addition to 1ts computational complexity, this
approach also requires accounting for out-of-focus beams
propagating through each focal plane, or else suffers from
inaccuracies due to failure to account for this light.

A substantially more efficient approach involves comput-
ing the field only at each intended trap location, as

N (13)
= K;;(F‘m)Tj(rm)eXp(_E@j)a
=1

_}

Em(7m)

and comparing the resulting amplitude a_=|E_| with the
design value. Unlike the FFT-based approach, this per-trap
algorithm does not directly optimize the field 1n the inter-trap
region. Conversely, there 1s no need to account for interplane
propagation. If the values of a,, match the design values, then
no light 1s left over to create ghost traps.

Iteratively improving the mput and output amplitudes by
adjusting the DOE phases, ¢, involves backtransforming

from each updated E_ using the forward transformation ker-

nels, K, (r ,)withoneprojectionfor each of the M traps. By

contrast, the FF'T-based approach involves one FFT for each
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wave front type within each plane and may not converge 1
multiple wave front, types are combined within a given plane.
The only adjustable parameters 1 Eqgs. (8) and (13) are the
relative phases £ _ of the projected traps. These M-1 real-
valued parameters must be adjusted to optimize the choice of
discrete-valued phase shifts, ¢,, subject to the constraint that
the amplitude profile u; matches the input laser’s. This prob-
lem 1s likely to be underspecified for both small numbers of
traps and for highly complex heterogeneous trapping pat-
terns. The result for such cases 1s likely to be optically 1net-
ficient holograms whose projected amplitudes differ from
their 1deal values.

Equation (13) suggests an alternative approach for com-
puting DOE functions for discrete HOT patterns. The opera-

'l(?m)Tj(?m) describes how light 1n the mode of the

tor, K.

> T

m-th trap propagates from position Fj Fib on the DOE to the

trap’s projected position r _, 1n the lens’ focal plane. If we

were to change the DOE’s phase ¢; at that point, then the

superposition of rays composing the field at ?m would be

alfected. Each trap would be affected by this change through
its own propagation equation. If the changes led to an overall
improvement, then one would be inclined to keep the change,
and seek other such improvements. If, instead, the result were
less good, ¢, would be restored to its former value and the
search for other improvements would continue. This 1s the
basis for direct search algorithms, including the extensive
category of simulated annealing and genetic algorithms.
These related algorithms difier in their approach to accepting
and rejecting candidate changes, and in their methods for
creating such candidates. Here, 1t 1s described how to apply
these algorithms specifically to HOT CGH computation.

In 1ts most basic form, direct search involves selecting a
pixel at random from a, trial phase pattern, changing its value
to any of the P-1 alternatives, and computing the effect on the
projected field. This operation can be performed efficiently by
calculating only the changes at the M trap’s positions due to
the single changed phase pixel, rather than summing over all
pixels. The updated trial amplitudes then are compared with
their design values and the proposed change 1s accepted 1f the
overall amplitude error 1s reduced. The process 1s repeated

until the acceptance rate for proposed changes becomes sul-
ficiently small.

The key to a successtul and efficient direct search for ¢, 1s
to select a function that effectively quantifies projection
errors. The standard cost function, X _ (1 - 1 @)
assesses the mean-squared deviations of the m-th trap’s pro-
jected intensity I, from its design value I, assuming an
overall diffraction efliciency of €. It requires an accurate
estimate for € and places no emphasis on uniformity in the
projected traps’ intensities. An alternative,

c=-P+fo, (14)

proposed by Meister and Winfield avoids both shortcomings.
Here,

1s the mean 1ntensity at the traps and
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(15)

r | i 2
— S Up =yl
M m=1

measures the deviation from umform convergence to the
design intensities. Selecting

(16)

minimizes the total error and accounts for non-i1deal diffrac-
tion efficiency. The weighting fraction f sets the relative
importance attached to overall difiraction efficiency and uni-
form convergence.

In the simplest direct search for an optimal phase distribu-
tion, any candidate change that reduces C 1s accepted, and all
others are rejected. Selecting pixels to change at random
reduces the chances of the search becoming trapped by sub-
optimal configurations that happen to be highly correlated.
The typical number of trials required for practical conver-
gence should scale as N P, the product of the number of phase
pixels and the number of possible phase values. In practice,
this rough estimate 1s accurate 11 P and N are comparatively
small. For larger values, however, convergence 1s attained far
more rapidly, often within N trials, even for fairly complex
trapping patterns.

FIG. 2 shows a typical application of the direct search
algorithm to computing a HOT DOE consisting of 51 traps,
including 12 optical vortices of topological charge 1=8,
arrayed 1n three planes relative to the focal plane. The 480x
480 pixel phase pattern was refined from an 1nitially random
superposition of fields 1n which amplitude variations were
simply 1gnored. The results in FIG. 2 were obtained with a
single pass through the array. The resulting traps, shown in the
bottom three images, appear uniform. This effect was
achieved by setting the optical vortices” brightness to 15
times that of the conventional optical tweezers. This single
hologram therefore demonstrates independent control over
three-dimensional position, wave front topology, and bright-
ness of all the traps.

To demonstrate these phenomena more quantitatively,
standard figures of merit are augmented with those known 1n
the art. In particular, the DOE’s theoretical diffraction effi-
ciency 1s commonly defined as

(17)

and 1ts root-mean-square (RMS) error as

e (18)
S max(l,,)

The resulting pattern’s departure from uniformity 1s use-
tully gauged as
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max(l, /Iy —min(l, /1)) (19)

max(ly /by +min(l, /1))

L =

These performance metrics are plotted in FIG. 3 as a function
of the number of accepted single-pixel changes. The overall
acceptance rate for changes after a single pass through the
entire DOE array was better than 16%.

FI1G. 3 demonstrates that the direct search algorithm trades
off a small percentage of the overall diffraction efficiency 1n
favor of substantially improved uniformaity.

Two-dimensional phase holograms contain precisely enough
information to encode any two-dimensional intensity distri-
bution. A three-dimensional or multi-mode pattern, however,
may require both the amplitude and the phase to be specified
in the lens’ focal plane. In such cases, a two-dimensional
phase hologram can provide at best an approximation to the
desired distribution of traps.

The most straightforward elaboration of a direct search 1s
the class of simulated annealing algorithms. Like direct
search, simulated annealing repeatedly attempts random
changes to randomly selected pixels. Also like direct search,
a candidate change 1s accepted if it would reduce the cost
function. Simulated annealing avoids becoming trapped
away from the globally optimal solution by also accepting
some changes that increase the cost function, with a probabil-

ity P that falls off exponentially with the increase AC 1n cost:
AC (20)
P= exp(— —]
Co

In this case, C, 1s a characteristic cost that plays the role of the
temperature 1n the standard Metropolis algorithm used in
Monte Carlo simulations. Increasing C, results in an
increased acceptance rate of costly changes. This has the
benelit ol kicking the phase pattern out of any local minima so
that the globally optimal solution may be found. The
increased acceptance rate also increases the time required to
converge to that solution, however, and therefore increases
the computational cost of the calculation.

The tradeoil between exhaustive and eflicient searching
can be optimized by selecting an appropriate value of C,.
Unfortunately, the best choice may be different for each
application. Starting C, at a large value that promotes explo-
ration and then reducing 1t to a lower value that speeds con-
vergence offers a convenient compromise.

Effective searches may be implemented by attempting to
change multiple pixels simultaneously, 1nstead of one at a
time. Ditlerent patterns of multi-pixel changes may be par-
ticularly effective for optimizing trap-forming phase holo-
grams ol different types, and the approaches used to identily
and 1mprove such patterns generally are known as genetic
algorithms.

All of these more sophisticated approaches may have
applications 1 designing high-efliciency, high-accuracy
DOEs for HOT applications. In many cases of practical inter-
est, the simplest 1s also the fastest and offers substantial
advantages over previously reported algorithms.

FIG. 8 shows a first implementation of two-color holo-
graphic optical traps (2C-HOT). In FIG. 8, an objective lens
200 15 used to focus light from laser 210 and laser 240 into
optical traps, which are imtended to be projected mnto a
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sample. For the first the path of laser beam 215 emanating
from laser 210, the wavetronts of this beam are modulated by
the diffractive optical clement (DOE) 220 before being pro-
jected by lenses 225 and 230 to the input plane of objective
200. Lenses 225 and 230 should be understood to be any relay
optical train accomplishing the transier of the modulated
beam 215 to the focusing element 200. On its way to the
focusing element 200, beam 215 1s redirected by reflection off
of an element 235, which 1s either a dichroic mirror, a partially
silvered mirror, a polarization-selective beam splitter, or the
like. For purposes of this application, this element, or any
equivalent element 1s considered to be a dichroic mirror. The
clement 233 1s designed to retlect the laser beam 215 and to
transmit other light, either as a function of its wavelength, its
polarization, or some other properties.

The ability of the element 235 to retlect the HOT-forming,
laser beam 215 while transmitting other light provides the
system with the capability to form images of the sample being
mampulated, the imaging light being able to pass through the
clement 235 to a conventional imaging train. It also provides
a method for implementing 2C-HOT.

In the scenario shown in FIG. 8, a second laser 240 projects
a second laser beam 245, which 1s operated on by DOE 250.
This modified beam 243 1s relayed by lenses 235 and 260 to
the objective 200, and thereby forms holographic optical
traps. This second beam 245 1s reflected 1nto the input aper-
ture of the objective 200 by a dichroic 265. This element 1s
designed to reflect laser light 243 from the laser 240, and may
optionally transmit other light. The dichroic 235, by contrast,
1s designed to transmit this light so that 1t can reach the
objective 200 and be focused into traps.

It should be emphasized that the beams 2135 and 245 need
not be generated by separate lasers, but istead could be
created by a single laser beam that has been split and operated
on by other elements, not shown. Also, the DOE’s are shown
operating 1n transmission. They might equivalently be
replaced by retlective DOE’s with the necessary modifica-
tions to the optical trains. The DOE’s can modulate the phase,
amplitude, and polarization of the incident beams in any way
required to create holographic optical traps, and can include
computer-addressed spatial light modulators.

FIG. 9 1s a representation of a variant of the design of FIG.
8. In FIG. 9, a laser 310 provides a first beam 315, which 1s
operated on by a first DOE 320 before being relayed by first
and second lenses 325 and 330 to a focusing element 300 to
form optical traps. A first dichroic 320 1s designed to reflect
this trapping light into the focusing element, and optionally to
transmit other light. The first beam 315 passes through a beam
splitter 360, which also could be a dichroic mirror, a polar-
1zation-selective beam splitter or a partially silvered muirror,
for example.

The beam splitter 360 1s designed to retlect a second beam
3435 produced by a second laser 340. The second beam 3435 i1s
operated on by a second DOE 350 to form a second set of
holographic optical traps. The modulated light 1s relayed to
focusing the focusing element 300 by the combination of the
first lens 323 and a third lens 355, the beam splitter 360, and
a second dichroic 350. Unlike the previous method, the sec-
ond dichroic 350 1s designed also to retlect light 345 from the
laser 340.

The first and second beams, 315 and 345 travel along the
same optical axis downstream of the beam splitter 360.

FIG. 10 shows still another variation of the present inven-
tion. In this case, first and second beams 1415 and 1445 {from
first and second lasers 1410 and 1440 are focused into traps by
focusing an element 1400 after being relayed by first and
second lenses 1425 and 1430 and being retlected by a dichroic
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1435. The two beams are separately operated on by first and
second DOE’s 1420 and 1450, as shown. Once modulated by

the first DOE 1420, the first beam 1415 passes through a beam
splitter 1460, whereas the second beam 1443 1s reflected by
the beam splitter 1460 after being operated on by the second
DOE 1450. As 1in the system of FIG. 9, the dichroic 14235 1s
designed to reflect both the first and second beams 14135 and
1445 and may transmit other light.

FIG. 11 shows an optical train according to yet another
embodiment of the present mvention. In this embodiment,
first and second laser beams 1515 and 1545 produced by first
and second lasers 1510 and 1540 are directed onto the same
optical axis by a beam splitter 1560 and are operated on by the
same DOE 1520. The two modulated beams then are relayed
by first and second lenses 1525 and 1530 to a focusing ele-
ment 1500, after being reflected by a dichroic 1525. In the
case that the first and second beams 1515 and 1545 have
different wavelengths, this two-color DOE can imprint a dii-
ferent phase modulation on each, resulting in two distinct
patterns of traps being projected. This DOE must be calcu-
lated specifically to accommodate two distinct beams and,
therefore, has additional design considerations when com-
pared with the single-wavelength DOE’s described 1n the
previous methods.

In some applications, tuning fractionation by wvisual
inspection may be undesirable or impractical. In such
instances, an alternative characterization method based upon
clectrical (rather than optical) measurements may be prefer-
able. FIG. 13 schematically depicts a representative imple-
mentation 1600 of optoelectrokinetic potentiometry. The
sample consists of charged objects such as colloidal particles,
macroions, or biological cells, which are dispersed 1n a sol-
vent such as water. The sample flows at speed v, along a
channel and through the gap between two electrodes. No
potential will develop across this gap 1 the electrodes are
arranged transverse to the tlow direction, and an electrometer
connected across the electrodes will register no voltage. This
1s the null condition for this measurement.

A measurement 1s performed by projecting an array of
optical traps 1630 1nto the interelectrode gap. These optical
traps 1630 may be created, for example, with a holographic
optical tweezer technique, with the generalized phase con-
trast method, or with an interferometrically generated optical
lattice. Fluid-borne objects experience a structured potential
energy landscape due to their interaction with the optical
intensity distribution. Depending on their optical properties,
they may be attracted to or repelled by the brightest regions.
The following considerations apply to eirther case.

Particles are able to traverse an array of optical traps 1630
if the viscous drag force due to the tlowing fluid exceeds the
traps’ 1630 maximum trapping force. Their trajectories nev-
ertheless are intluenced by encounters with these potential
wells. If the trap array 1630 1s aligned with the driving force,
then particles simply hop from well to well along the line,
their trajectories somewhat slowed. If, on the other hand, the
trap array 1630, 1s inclined with respect to the flow direction,
then particles can become locked mnto symmetry-selected
directions through the potential energy landscape and thus
can be deflected away from the direction of the driving force.
This 1s the principle behind optical fractionation as discussed
above.

One effect of this deflection 1s the creation of a component
of the charged particles” velocity directed across the inter-
clectrode gap. This optically-induced transverse speed, v |,
leads to a measurable electrokinetic potential whose magni-
tude depends on the transverse flow speed, the charge on the
particles, and the particles’ hydrodynamic properties. The
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relationship between v | and the measured voltage depends on
properties of the particles and their solvent. The sign of the
voltage depends on the sign of the particles’ charge and the
sign of v,. The magnitude and direction of the transverse
velocity depends, 1n turn, on details of the particles’ interac-
tion with the optical mtensity pattern, and on the pattern’s
geometry. This means that the transverse voltage measured 1n
this apparatus 1s sensitive to a wide range ol properties 1n both
the particles and their supporting electrolyte. One can also
apply an external bias force 1603 to the sample 1610 which 1s
a plurality of charged particles, orienting an array of the
optical traps 1630 at a plurality of angles with respect to the
bias force 1605 and then measuring the transverse voltage at
cach of the plurality of angles wherein each measurement of
the transverse voltage 1s associated with a corresponding
angle of the array at which the measurement 1s made.

FIG. 13 shows representative experimental data obtained
for colloidal silica spheres. This plot shows the transverse
velocity v, relative to tlow speed v of 1.5 um diameter silica
spheres dispersed 1n water, as a function of orientation angle
® of a 10x10 array of holographic optical tweezers. The
transverse component of the particles’ velocity increases as
the array’s orientation increases from =0 (aligned) because
particles remain locked 1n to the [1,0] lattice direction. Once
the particles become unlocked from this commensurate path
through the trap array, the deflection angle decreases and
actually changes sign as the trajectories become locked 1n to
the diagonal [1,1] direction. The transverse voltage measured
in the apparatus of FIG. 12 would track this trend, including
the sign reversal.

(Given this information obtained over a range of orienta-
tions, the sign of the measured transverse potential indicates
the sign of the tlowing particles’ charges. The angle and
magnitude of maximum and minimum transverse voltage can
be used to gauge the magnitude of the particles’ charges.
Their dependence on laser power and the array’s lattice con-
stant can be used to measure the particles’ hydrodynamic
radius and the polydispersity in size.

Even a single measurement at fixed orientation can provide
information on the sign of the transported particles’ charge. A
rapid series of measurements as a function ol orientation,
laser power, tlow speed, trap geometry, or any combination of
these can be used to extract very detailed information about a
spectrum of properties. This approach, therefore, provides
more information about a wider range of properties than any
other single measurement technique. The measurement 1s
casily automated, and could be usetul in process control and
quality assurance applications. It operates naturally on con-
tinuous streams, as well as on discrete batches, and so could
be mtegrated into manufacturing processes.

Electrokinetically assaying of the state of kinetically
locked 1n transport also can be used to optimize optical frac-
tionation of charged species without directly imaging the
flowing sample or sampling the downstream fractions. Con-
sequently, the present invention also provides substantial ben-
efits for automated optical fractionation.

While several embodiments have been shown and
described herein, 1t should be understood that changes and
modifications can be made to the invention without departing
from the mvention in 1ts broader aspects. Various features of
the invention are defined 1n the following Claims.

What 1s claimed 1s:

1. A method for characterizing a charged solute, compris-
ing the steps of:

operatively spacing apart a first electrode and a second
clectrode to form an interelectrode gap;
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providing an electrometer in communication with the first

electrode and the second electrode;

projecting an array of optical traps positioned 1n the inter-

clectrode gap;

using the first electrode and second electrode to measure

the transverse electrokinetic voltage arising from the
deflection of the charged solute by the array of optical
traps as the charged solute 1s being driven by solvent
flow through the array of optical traps; and

using the transverse electrokinetic voltage to characterize

the charged solute.

2. In the method of claim 1 wherein an external biasing
force 1s present, the improvement, comprising the steps of:

applying the external biasing force to a plurality of charged

particles;

orienting the array at a plurality of angles with respect to

the biasing force; and

measuring the transverse electrokinetic voltage at each of

the plurality of angles, wherein each measurement of the
transverse electrokinetic voltage 1s associated with a
corresponding angle of the array at which the measure-
ment 1s made.

3. The method of claim 2, further comprising the step of
determining a maximum transverse electrokinetic voltage, a
mimmum transverse electrokinetic voltage and the corre-
sponding angles of the array.

4. The method of claim 3, further comprising the step of
calculating the magnitude of the charged particles” charge
from the maximum transverse electrokinetic voltage, the
mimmum transverse electrokinetic voltage, and the respec-
tive corresponding angles of the array.

5. The method as defined 1n claim 1 further comprising the
step of determining magnitude of charge of the solute from
the transverse electrokinetic voltage.

6. The method as defined 1n claim 5 wherein the step of
determining magnitude of charge comprises measuring mag-
nitude of maximum and minimum values of the transverse
clectrokinetic voltage.
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7. The method as defined 1n claim 1 further comprising the
step of determiming a particle hydrodynamic radius for the
solute from the transverse electrokinetic voltage.

8. The method as defined 1n claim 7 wherein a laser 1s used
to form the array of optical traps and the step of determining
a particle hydrodynamic radius comprises measuring depen-
dence of the transverse electrokinetic voltage on power from
the laser used to form the array of optical traps.

9. The method as defined 1n claim 7 wherein the step of
determining a particle hydrodynamic radius comprises mea-
suring a lattice constant of the array of optical traps.

10. The method as defined 1n claim 1 further including the

step of measuring sign ol charge for the charted solute by
determining sign of the transverse electrokinetic voltage.

11. The method as defined 1n claim 1 further including the
step of determining polydispersity 1n size of particles of the
charged solute by measuring at least one of maximum trans-
verse electrokinetic voltage, mimimum transverse electroki-
netic voltage, dependence of the maximum transverse elec-
trokinetic voltage and the minimum transverse electrokinetic
voltage on power of a laser used to form the optical traps and
dependence of the maximum transverse electrokinetic volt-
age and mimmum transverse electrokinetic voltage on lattice
constant of the array of optical traps.

12. The method as defined 1n claim 1 further including the

step of determining flow velocity of the charged solute from
measured values of transverse velocity of the charged solute.

13. The method as defined 1n claim 1 further including the
step of measuring as a function of angular orientation at least
one of power of a laser used to form the optical traps, tlow
speed of the charged solute, optical trap geometry and com-
binations thereot to obtain detailed information about prop-
erties of the charged solute.
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